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\ Chriſtian Reader, 


Giſt iſt}if they do nor fall in time to oppoſe ſome main 
| point cha. For it is a righteous thing, but a 


| » HS. 


aaa Is Dottrine of the Coſpel conterning the 
IR ft ification of 4 believing Sinner (be- 
Wap cauſe it exceedingly illuſtrates the glort- 

FA 0% riches of God's free Grace, aud magr- 
RR 2 mifies his Faſtice, becanſe it is the onely 

1 + + * \\fupport of comfort to 4 wonnded conſct- 
ence, and takes away from man the rauſe of boaſtings, 
and s ſo much above the invention and credulity of rea- 
ſon) is moſt plainly delivered,and often inculcated by the 
holy Ghoſt in Scripture, in that we learn all the cauſes of 


hu riehwercy;great love, The meritorious ,leſus Chriſt, 
The material,the obedience of Chriſt, The formal, the 
imputation of > ropoc.nea without Works,The tnſtru- 
_— whichir i& reveived, Faith; The final, the 
gract of God, and the Salvation of 'the be- 
teving Sinner. FE 

This Dottrine hath in all ages bee oops ed, obſcujed, 
ſometimes by* manifeſt enemies, and that yur near 
profeſſedly ; ſometimes by profeſſed friends, and ſuch as 


world beacronned the great pleadlers for Free Grace, - 


What Errors Papiſts, Socinians, Arminians, erie in 


this weighty Dottrine, I relate not, Thus ſhort and learn. 
ed diſcourſe which thew art preſented with, deals not 
with theſe, but with Antinomian Error, 

It is 4rue obſervation of god5 Mr. Shepheard,Mark 
thoſe men that deny the uſe of the Law to lead unto 


heavy 


fication, The efficient, God, The inwardly movings, _— 27, 
25.26. © 


Sound belie. 
ver. p« 96. 


ve, for the Lord to ſuffer ſuch mento ob- 
pel, thar in their judgements 2caſouſly 


ſcure t 
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« (1) 
U2SCIKL KESRAAD BECRGSSS 
© Tuſtification by Faich, 


Worthy Sir, 
RALSASASS Ccording toyour deſire of my own pro- 
SENS & miſe, I here ſend you the Copy of the 
7) AVAED) Sermon which 1 Preached lately at 
x PISS Salisbury , ag4inft the Opinion [0 
i xn) mc prevailing amongſt you of Fu- 
CREE Z.ICE [tification before Faith : I have made 
95 LISO ſeveral Additions to ſeveral CArge- 
ments, and annexed a large a to the two Aren- 
ments which cMr. Eyrc made uſe of againſt me, So 
the Sermon was ended. The Introdadtion to the Text, 
and the —_— part of the Sermon, T ſhall not trou- 
bleyou with, but onely with that which is Dottrinal and 
Controverſal. 


. 
— 


Hams then read thoſe words in-Romans 5, 1. The 
Point obſcrved was: this, That we are juſtified by 

Faith, | 
To write down.all the places that give evidence ro 
this Truth, were to tranſcribe almoſt. the whole New 
Teſtament , Gal. 2. 16. We have. believed in Feſwus 
Chriſt, that we may be juſtified by the Faith of Chriſt, 
where Juſtification is exprefly made a conſequent of 
Faith : And as Glory follows Juſtification, fo. doth 
Luſtification follow Vocation unto Faith, Rem. 8. 30. 
B and 


_ hab x6 th 
and = rg (faith 
unto we if we believe, Rom, 4.24.10 As 10. 43. and 13, 
39. and 26. 18. with multitudes of other places. 

The onely Anſwer which is given to theſe and the 
like Texts, is this, That by Juſtification we are to 
underſtand, a Juſtification in the Court of Conſci- 
ence, or the Evidence and Declaration of a Juſtifi- 
cationalready paſt before: God 3: f0:that Baith-is: (aid 
ro juſtifie us, not becauiſe it doth: juſtifie usÞefore God), 
bur becauſe it doth declare to our Conſciences that we 
are juſtified : Againſt which Gloſs I hayeſeveral things 
r0.0ppoſe,- - ES moe N oz) 
+ T.:. Thatit 5a contradiftion of the Holy Ghoſt 
1s: well known that the Apoſtle, in the -ro- Ie 
Romans and to the Galatians, ſets himſelf on purpoſe. 
to afſertthe DoErine of Juſtification by Faith, in op: 

efition.co Works: The queſtion between him endo 
| ren not, Whether we were  dechared.to be juſti«- 
fed by Faith or Works ; but, Whether we were juſtified 
by Faith or Works in the ſight of God, or before God z 
and he concludes, That it is by Faith and not by Works: 
This" Rom. 3. 20, 21. Therefore by the deeds of the 
lem there ſhalt no fleſh be jufified (in his fight:) Bur now 
the righteouſneſs of God without the law is manifeſted”, 
&c. The righteouſneſs of God without the Lav, 1s the 
righteouſneſs of Faith z and by this we are. juſtificd in 
the fight of God, and not by the deeds of- the Law. 
Again, Gel, 3.11. But that no mar # juſtified by the 
Law (in the fight 'of God) it « twident, For the juſt 
fhall live by Faith , where the Argument is clearly this, 
, If we are juſtified by Faith in the fight of God, then 

we are not juſtified by Works in the Rohr of God : But 

we 


the Apoſtle) ſhell be imputed | 


4— 


(3) 

we are juſtified by Faith inthe ſight of God, For the 
Fuſt ſhall live by Faith : Ergo, not by Works: From 
which places we may ſafely infer, that where elſe the 
Apoſtle ſpeaks of Juſtificarion by Faith in oppolition ro 
Juſtificationby Works, he is to be underſtood of Juſtifi- 
cation before God, or in the ſight of God, and not one» 
ly of Juſtification in our own Conſciences. 

2. Itis alſo a moſt unſound aflertion, that Faith doth 
Evidence our Juſtification before Faich : Thetword 
(Evidence) may beraken improperly, as fignifying no 
more then an Argument; and fo Faith may be ſaid to 
Evidence Juſtification, as an effec doth argue the cauſe: 
As ens crying may be ſaid to evidence reaſon 
in a childe, / not that it is neccflary they ſhould: evidence 
it tothe childe ir ſelf, or roany body elſe, bur becauſe 
they are Arguments affected. to- prove, That Reaſon 
muſt be where they arc: If Mr. Zyre will ay that 
Faith doth evidence Juſtification after this maner; then 
I. Juſtification by Faith is nor neceſſarily ſo much as a 
Juſtification in Conſcience, for as a childe may laugh 
and cry (actions that will argue reaſon in the ſubje& 
- where they are) and yet-not have the evidence or clear 

knowledge thar himſelf hath reaſon, ſo may ir be ſup- 

_ poſed, thata Chriſtian may have Faith (which will ar- 
gue] uſtification) and yer not have the evidence that 
imſelfis juſtified : We know by daily experience, that 
many Chriſtians have char in them, which-if- ic were 
nghtly underſtood, would prove that theyare juſtified ; 
whiles yet way want the: evidence of this Juſtification 
within themſelves, their conſciences for long time to- 
gether accufing and condemning them, whiles there is 
ground and reafon that they ſhould excuſe and _ 
B 2 them. 


(4) 
them." 2. If Faithevidence Juſtification as an effe. of 
it, then may we as truly be ſaid to be faithed by our Ju- 
ſtification, asto be juſtified by.our Faith, and we muſt 
invert the order of the,Goſpel;, and' inſtead: of ſaying, 
Believe and thou ſhalt be juſtified; we muſt ſay hence- 
forward, Thou art juſtified, therefore believe. 3. Ir 
will unavoidably follow that we arc juſtifted by Works 
as: well as by Faith; foraſmuch as our - Adverfarics 
themſelves I think will: nor: deny, 'thar Works are' an 
cfic& of their ſuppoſed Juſtification as well as Faith : 
I am ſure Chriſt redeemed us, that we ſhwuld be Jealous 
of good Works, Tit. 2. 14. And wherher theſe Works 
be the firſt cffe& or the ſecond; and by conſequence the 
firſt evidence or theifecond,}.is- norar all material in this 
Caſe; becauſc the! Apoſtle, when he denics Laſtification by 
works, he excludes works altogether, Rom.3.28. & 4.5. 
Bur I ſuppoſe 'rhis is not Mr. Eyre's meaning , the 
word (Exidence) therefore. may be saken more proper- 
ly,:and { Faith miay be faid z0'cvidence our Tuſtifica- 
tion , either Immnediatly and Axiomartically , or Re- 
morely and Syllogiſtically. ' Faith doth. evidence Axi- 
omartically.as ris anaſſent ro:the truth of: a Divine Te- 
Kimony, concerning ſuch.or ſuch a'iching: Thus the 
Apoſtle ſaith, that Fairh dothcvidence'to us, Thar the 
world was framed by.the word of. God, Heb. 11, 4,3. to 
wit, aSit is a firm aſſent to the Divine Teſtimony of 
Scripture, That Cod made thei Heavens and the Earth. 
Andthys: Faith' muſt be ſaid 'to-evidence Tuſtification 
Axiomatically , as) it-is an afſent to this Propoſition, 
Tamjaſtified : But thus Faith cannot- evidence Iuſtih- 
cation, For firſt, There is noſuch thing written, Ergo, 
Itcannot be evidenced by Faith immcdiaiely ; —_ 
| Ot 
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(5) 
doth the Scripture ſay, Thou Pai, or thou Peter, «r 
thou Thomas art juſtified 2 And where there is no Di- 
vine Teſtimony, there can be neither Obje& nor Evi- 
dence of Divine Faith, Ir is the carnal, preſumptuous, 
damning Faith of the world, ro believe that they arc 
juſtified by an Axiomartical aſſent, though they do not 
come within the compaſs of any general Truth or Pro- 
miſe, from which they may infer ſucha particular con- 
cluſion. 2. The Faith by which we arc juſtified, is the 
Faith which the Apoſtles and Miniſters of the Goſpel 
are to Preach to-the whole world, and to preſs upon 
their Conſciences, As 20. 21. and 13. 38, 39. Bur 
we cannot preſs it upon cvcry man in the world, to be- 
lieve that he is juſtified, and thatif he doth not belicyc 
this he ſhall be damned, unleſs we ſhould preſs men to 
believe a lie : of all men Mr, Eyre cannor do it, unleſs 
he would perſwade men to believe himſelf ro have 
Preached falſhoods in all the Sermons which he hath 
formerly made againſt the avouchers of Univerſal Re- 
demprionz Ergo, Faith doth not evidence Iuſtification 
Axiomatically. 

Nor yet can it evidence our Iuſtification Syllogiſti- 
cally : Such a Syllog\iſticai Evidence is the Evidence of 
a particular Concluſion, drawn out of ſome general 
Propoſition by the diſcourſe of Conſcience, in which 
way a Believer doth evidence his Iuſtificarion, by the 
diſcourſe of his Conſcience after this or the like maner : 
He that believeth is juſtified. But (faith; the Conſci- 
ence) I believe : Theretore (faith the ſame Conſcience) 
TI am juſtified, The two firſt Propoſitions of which 
Syllogilm (which they call the major and minor) mult 
firſt be evidenced, before, Faith can bring inthe min. 
Evidence 


(6) 
Evidence which lays in the concluſion: I affirm then, 
That it is impoſſible for a man by Faith, ro evidence 
Syllogiſtically that he is juſtified before Faith, becauſe 
there cannot be found our a Mediwm before Faith it ſelf, 
that will agree with both parts of the Queſtion, and ſo 


there will be always wanting a 994jor or minor, and the. 


conclufion(in which lies the ſtrength of the Evidence) 
cannot follow : For all particular Conclufions of per- 
ſonal Juſtification, muſt be drawn out of ſome general 
Promiſe or Propoſition which Faith doth firſt afſent to 
and evidence, before it can bring in the Concluſion ; 
| which univerſal Propoſition muſt contain thar ſort or 
kinde of perſons, of whom Juſtification may be at- 
firmed: But there is no ſort or kinde of perſons, of 
whom Juſtification may be affirmed Univerſally, but 
enely ſuch as do believe, which I prove thus , All the 
world is diſtributed into Believers and Unbelievers, 
Mark 16. 15,16, Fohn 3. 17, 18. But Juſtification 
cannot be affirmed of 1]nbelievers univerſally z Would 
it not be accounted a mad evidencing of Juſtification by 
Faith, to argue thus, All Unbelievers are juftified : Burt 
Iam an Unbeliever, Zrg0, I am juſtified ? wherethe 
major is falſe confeſtly ; 'and the minor alſo muſt needs 
be falſe, becauſe he is ſuppoſed to be a Bchever that 
makes the Syllogiſm, and therefore the conclufton muſt 
run mad: And if Faith can onely evidence thar he 
thar believes is juſtified, then can it not evidence any Ju- 
ſificarion before Believing. 

Peradventure it may be ſaid (winch onely can be faid) 
That Faith may evidence Juſtification Syllogiſtically, 
thus, All the c&& arcjuſtified : Bur (fairh a Believers 
Conſcience) 1 am elet#, Ergo, ({aith the ſame Conſci-' 

ence) 
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(7) 

ence) 1 4 juſtified : To which I might anſiver, That 
the major is utterly falſe ; but becauſe that is the Que- 
ſtion, I meddle not with ir. To the minor I anfwer 
by denying it, Becauſe we ſpeak not now of what is true 
in it ſelf (in which ſenſe I acknowledge it to be true, 
that he that believes is eleted) bur of what is truly 
evidenced by Faith; and Faith cannot truly evidence 
EleRion before it hath evidenced Juſtification : For I 
renew the ſame Argument thus, Faith doth evidence 
EleRtion Axiomatically or Syllogiſtically ; not Axio- 
matically, for the Scriptures no where ſpeak to particu- 
lar perſons, Thou Peter or Themar, &c. art Elected: If 
Syllogiſtically, then cither by Comerhing before EleRi- 
on, or by the conſequences and cffets of it. Before 
EleQion there is nothing to evidenceit by z and if Faith 
muſt evidence it by irs cffcﬆs, then it evidenceth Juſti- 
fication before Election, becauſe Juſtification is one of 
the effects of Elefion. In the mean time, what a mi- 
ſcrable circle is the poor reſtleſs doubring foul conjured 
into, through the want of its Evidence, and knows not 
where to finde it ! his Faith muſt firſt, evidence his Ju- 
ſtification by his EleRion, and then ir muſt evidence his 
EleRtion by his Juſtification, till in the iſſue this new 
Goſpel leave him without all Evidence of Eternal 
Lite. 

2. But the very truth is, it is not Faith which dorh 
evidence Syllogiſtically, and ir is moſt abfurd to fay we 
are juſtified by Faith, becauſe Faith doth evidence our 
Juſtification Syllogiſtically ; ler the Argument be this, 
If we are ſaid to be juſtited by Faith, becauſe Faith 
doth evidence Juſtification gn gon, then we may 


be ſaid to be juſtified by ſenſe and reaſon, as well as by 
Faith, 


A d) 
Faith, which is abſurd : The reafon is, becauſe ſenſe 
and reaſon concur with Faith in a:Syllogiſtical evidence, 
for clearing of which, ler” us again cr before: us' the 

former Syllogiſm,. He thatbelieverh & juſtified; Bur 1 
believe, Therefore I am juſtified : The Major onely is 
the aſſentor a of. Faith : The Aſſumption, an a& of 
ſenſe or ſpiritual Experience : The Gonclution, an a&t 
of Reaſon, Thar he that believes is juſtified , this. Faith 
doth evidence : Thar. I believe; is evidenced: to me by 
mine own Spiritual Experience: That therefore I am 
juſtified,” is : 8 evidence of Reaſon, inferring the Con- 
cluſion out of the premiſes z wherefore Faith muſt be (aid 
ro juſtifie in ſome other reſpeR, then thart ir doth evi- 
dence Iaſtification, or elſe we cannor be ſaid to be juſti- 
fied by Faith at all. | | 

A third Argument to prove that the Iuſtification by 
_ isnot meerly a Iuſtification in our Conſciences, 
is this : 

That Interpretation of the Phraſe which makes vs, 
at leaſt concurrent cauſes with God, in the formal a of 
our own Iuſtification, is not true : The reaſon is, be- 
cauſe our Iuſtification by Faith, in regard of the formal 
a of pronouncing'us juſt, is in. Scripture attributed 
wholly unto God : It « Goa that juſtifieth, Rom. $. 33. 
that smpnteth Righteouſneſs, Rom, 4.6, 8. We dono 
more juſtifie our ſelves then we' glorifie our ſelves ::Ir 
is God alone doth both, and.we are paſſive in both, 
Rops. 8. 30. ] RFFR) 

Burro interpret our Juſtification by Faith, meerly for 
2 Iuſtification in our own'Conſciences, is to make us (at 
leaſt) concurrent. cauſes with: God, in the formal a& of 
our own Iuſtification This is ſo clear thar ir needs no 
proof : 


gor—_—y_ 
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(9) 
proof : Fox us tb be juſtified in our own Conſciences; 
what is it but for our own Conſciences to pronounce 
ns juſt 2. and what is this bur for our ſelves to juſtific 
our ſelves ? And fo our Iuſtification by Faith is not 
Gods at onely, but our own alſo in part: Ir is true 
that the Spirit of God doth juſtifie us in our own Con- 
ſciences, but not without the concurrent teſtimony and 
juſtification of our Conſciences: The Spirit (ovuuwegnys) 
beareth witneſs(not to our <pirits,but)with our Spiritsz 
verily if our hearts condemn us, we can have no evi- 


* dence nor aſſurance before God, 1 Fohr 3. 19, 20, 21. 


You know :whar was here excepted, viJ, Thar if we 
were altogether paflive in being juſtified, chen we are 
Tuſtified before we believe: An exception ſo childiſh, 
Thar if all Error were not a piece of witchery, I ſhould 
wonder it ſhould proceed out of that mouth. - To be= 
lieve, is indeed a formal viral a of the ſoul, i» gexere 
phyſico, bur te uſe of it in Tuſtification, is to qualifie us 
paſfively, that we may be morally and orderly capable 
of being juſtified by another, even by God, the great 
Judge of life and death : Will ſober man impute 
ro us, that becauſe we maintain Juſtification by Faith 
in this ſenſe, therefore we ſet up our ſelves as Tudges 
together with God of our own ſouls £ or that we have 
therefore a joynt concurrence with him, in making 
that gracious Law, by and according to which we 
are juſtified, or in pronouncing a ſentence of Abſo- 
lution upon our ſelves ? He would be thought more 
worthy to be derided then diſputed with , that 
ſhould infer, Becauſe ſome Offenders againſt our 
Laws are not capable of Pardon, unleſs they can read 
the Book z therefore he rhar __ mu2 needs be = 
| 2 0 
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(io) 
of the State in making that Law, or a Iudge with his 
Iudge in abfolving himſelf according to that Law : If 
a Magiſtrate grant a pardon to an Offender upon con- 
dition rhathe accept it, his acceptance is indeed his 
own act; yet in a Moral conſideration, 'tis onely 2 
paſſive condition making him capable of being pardon- 
ed according to the Magiſtrates will (though a man 
| have in himfelf more ability to read and accept of a 
Pardon, then a finner hath to believe) and-no man (I 
trow) will ſay that by his acceptance he is a concurrent 
cauſe in the formal a& of his own Abſolucion : Ian like 
maner we ſay,we are not ſocial cauſes with God, cirher 
in making the law of Grace, or in- pronouncing - our 
ſc]ves juſt according to that law (and therefore Iuftifi- 
cation by Faith cannot be onely juſtification in Con» 
ſcience) yet Faith is required on. our part, which 
though Phyſically ic be an a, yet morally-it is but a 
paſlive condition, by which we are made capable of be- 
wig juſtified, according tothe order and conſtitution of 
God: It is God that glorifies us,and not we our felyes, 
ret ſurely God doth not glorific us before we be- 
VE. | 6519 "11 
I ſhall adde bur one thing more, which I wiſh, may 
be ſeriouſly conſidered : If Iuſtification by Faith muſt 
be underſtood of juſtificationin our Conſciences, then 
is not the word Juſtification taken-properly for a juy 
ſification befare God, in all the Seriptures, from the 
beginnifg to the end ; We'tead of 'no-juſtification in 
Scripture,but by Faith or Works ; when the Scriptuies 
{peak of juſtification by Works, Mr. [Eyre ſays jt muſt 
be underſtood of, a juſtification befoxe men ;;when it 
ſpeaks of juſtification by Faith, he fays in like maner, 
it 


(nu) 
ir muſt be underſtood of a juſtification before our own 
Canſciences, 8& neither of theſe the juſtification before 
God, and verily, ncither of chem of much worth in the 
Apoſtlesjudgement, 1 Cor. 4. 3: And yet of any other 
juſtification before God, which is neither of theſe two, 
we do not readin all the Scripture; The Antinomians 
may read their eyes out before they produce us one 
Textforit: And what a moſt. incredible thing is it, 
thar a word ſo often uſed, ſhould never be read ia its 
moſt natural and true ſignification 2 and thar ſo glori- 
ous a Bleſſing as Juſtification before God, ſhould ne- 
yer be mentioned by its own name in all the Bible £ 
yea verily, the whole comfort of this neſtimable Bleſ- 

will be utterly taken from us, for if the Scripture 
doth not ſay that any manis juſtified before God,then 
no mans Faith can evidence to him thar he is' juſtified 
before God : And if Juſtification by Faith be _ 
ſification before —_—_— is there no Juſtification be- 
fore God for any man living promiſed in Scripture:per- 
adventure they may grant that Juſtification in this or 
char place is mcant of Juſtification before God, but 
their grant doth neither make nor mar, if the evidence 
of the Text do not compel and convince the under- 
ſtanding. 

Having thus cleared the coaſt of this Exception, 
which for ought I can ſee is the onely Obſtruction in 
the way ; I paſs onto propound fome Arguments, 
which it may be proved, That we are juſtified by Faith 
in the ſight of God, and not before. 

The firſt is drawn from the nature of Juſtification, 
which is an Abſolution of - a Sinner from Condemnas 
tion, by that gracious — and ſignal Promiſe = 

2 the 


(12) 
the Goſpel, He that believes ſhall not enter into con- 
demnation : We are not to conceive of Iuſtification as 
an internal immanent at of God, reſolving privatly in 
his own breſt, nor to proſecute his right againſt a Sin- 
ner; but it muſt be ſome declared, promulged aRt,which 
mayibe our legal diſcharge from rhe accuſation & con- 
demnation of the Law; for as (in is not impured where 
there is no Law, Rom, 5. 13. ſo ncither is Righteou(ſ- 
neſs imputed wichout Law. And as our condemnati- 
on is no ſecret a& or reſolution of God to condemn, 
bur the very voice and ſentence of the Law, Curſed i 
he that ſinneth(and therefore he whomGod in his eter- 
nal Decree hath purpoſed to ſaye, may yer for the pre- 
ſent be under the ſentence of. condemnation, as the 
Epheſians, whom God had choſen to' eternal Life, 
Eph. 1.4. were yet ſometimes the children of wrath, 
cbap: 2. 3) ſo onthe contrary, our Iuſtifcation muſt 
be ſome declared, promulged aCt or ſentence of God, 
which may ſtand good in Law, for the diſcharge of the 


{inner from condemnation. Indced to our private- for- * 


givenc(s one of another, it being meerly an a&t of Cha- 
tity, there is no more required, then a Reſolution with- 
in our ſclves-to lay alido our thoughts of revenge, and 
not to proſecute our right againſt him that hath injured 
us.” Bur the forgiveneſs of a Magiſtrate being an at 
of Authority, muſt be by ſome formal AR of Obli- 
vign,by which all former Acts and Orders againſt De- 
linquents may be invalidated, A Vore in the Houſe, or 
a Declaration thar ſuci an AR ſhall come forth, is no 
legal ſeEuricy to a Delinquent. So then, Gods torgive- 
neſs being an AR of Authority, muſt ncither be an 
hidden ſecret purpoſe in his awn heart, nor a meer pro- 
mile 


a iy 
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miſe or Declaration of an a& of Pardon that ſhall be 
made hereafter, but a Þrmal Ad of Pardon it muſt 
be, that ſhall make the Law of condemnation to be of 
no force againſt him that pleads it. And this formal 
ARof Pardon can be no other then the ſentence of the 
Goſpel, He that believes ſhall be ſaved, which is ſome- 
times called the Law of Faith, Rom, 3.27. ſometimes 
the Law of Righteouſneſs, Rom, 9. 31. in reference to 
which it is that the Lord ſays, He that believes is paſ- 
ſed from death to life, John. 5.24. {© thar as every 
man is then condemned when the Law condemns him 
(whatſoever the purpoſes of Yod may be, unknown to 
us) ſo on the contrary, a man is then juſtified when rhe 
Goſpel juſtifies him, and nor before, 

The Argument then is in ſum this, 

If there be no Act of Grace declared and publiſhed 


-in the word, which may be a legal diſcharge of the 


Sinner while he is in unbelief , rhen no unbelieving Sin- 
ner is juſtified : The reaſon is, becauſe Juſtification im- 
ports a legal diſcharge of the Sinner, by ſome A of 
Grace declarcd and publiſhed in the Goſpel. 

Bur there is no At of Grace declared and publiſhed 
inthe Word, which may be a legal diſcharge of the 
Sinner whiles he remains in unbelicf, Ergo, It there be 
any ſuch A, ler it be produced. 

2. Theſecond Argument is this : They that are un- 
der condemnation,cannot at the ſame time be juſtified, 
bur all the world is under condemnation before Faith, 
Ergo,-none of the world ate juſtified before Faith : 
The major muſt needs be true, becauſe juſtification and 
condemnation are contraries, and contraries cannot be 
verified of the ſame (ubjeR ar the ſame rime. Tuſtifica- 

. tion 
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tion is 2 moral life, and Condemnation a morat death , 
2 man can no more be in a juſtified Eſtate and a ſtate 
of Condemnation borh at once,rhen he can be aliveor 
dead both at once, or a blefſed manand a curfed'man 
borh ar once. Whar * that the Apoſtle deſcribes jufti- 
fication by non-condemnation, Rom. 8. 1. and oppo- 
ſeth ir unto condemnation, as inconſiſtent with the 
ſame perſon at the (ame time; ver. 33, 34. and are at 
as mortal enmity one with another, as good and evil, 
light and darkneſs.” © 

ut now that all the world is under condemnation be- 
fore Faith (which is the minor) are the very words of 
che Lor& Jefns, Fohn 3. 18. He that belieuerh nor s 
condemned alreaay : The Lord is proving thar he came 
not into the world tocondemn the world , he proves it 
by a disjunRion thus, then either he muſt condemn 
them that believe, or them that do not believe ; not 
chem thar believe, For he that believerh is not con- 
demned; nor them that do not believe, For he that 
believeth not is condemmed already, to wit, by the ſen- 
tence of the Law, Carſed i every one that ſinneth,, fo 
thar Chriſt ſhould notneced to come into the world ta 
condemnit, which is alſo rhe meaning of that orher 
phraſe, verſe 36. He that believeth not, the wrath of 
God abideth on him , thatis, the wrath of God by the 
Law is upon every ſinner,yet not fo neceſſarily, but that 
by believing he _ eſcape ir z burif he believerh nor 
then the wrath of God abiderh on him, the ſentence of 
the Law ſhall ſtand good againft him for ever. If then 
ir be objected, thar when it is ſaid, He rhar believerh 
not i condemned; condemnation muſt be underſtood 
of the condemnation of Conſcience, nor before God ; 
| I an- 
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I Anſwer, 1, The condemnation here ſpoken of, is the 
condemnation of the Law, and that pronounceth all 
men guilty, not onely in their own conſcience, but be- 
fore God, Roms. 3. 19. That all the world may become 
guilty before God. 2. The condemaationin conſcience 
of the unbelieving world, is either true or falſe; It rrue, 
then itis according to the judgement of God, and 
ſpeaks as the thing.'is, and ſo God coademns; as well 
3s the. conſcience ; and'in this caſe yye-may,lay as Fobs 
doth, 1 Fohp 3, 20. df our bearts condenm ws, God is 
greater then owr hearts and knoweth all things, and by 
conſequence doth muck more condemn us; 1t falle, 
then(ſecing all the unbelicving world is amder the ſame 
condemnation) the-conſcicacc of anunbeliever when it 
condemns him for drankenneſs, adultery ,ſfwearing, ec. 
is erroneous and the way to comfort them, is to-per- 
ſwade them ſo, and: thereby 40 blinde their eyes, and 
harden thein hearts, aud fear up their <paliength that 
ill they fall 


.theyimay never ſec nor be affeRed withifin, till 


irrecoverably into everlaſting flames, 3. The condem- 
nation with which the unbelicveris condemned, is cx- 
preſſed werſe 36: by the abiding of ; thexyrath of God 

hiaw14. Itis ako oppaſedunzo falyauon, werſe 
17.God ſent not his Sou tocondems the world but to ſave 
it , andſurely the condemnation which is oppoſed 30 
Salvation,: is more thenghe condemnation of a,mags 


own<ah{gieace; for that may yery well conlfjſt avigh 


Salyariony yea they; thar are ſayed,. are for he moſt 
part..more-ſubje&, 30'ix it this lite, then they that 


e | Athird Argument is drawn from the ſeveral.com- 


. pariſons by which juſtification by Faith-is illuſtrated : 


Some- 


| (16) 
Sometimes 'tis compared to the Iſraclites looking up 
to the Brazen Serpent for healing, Foh. 3.14. & Num. 
'21./$\9-- As then they were nor firſt healed, and then 
Tooked wp to ſce what healed them burthey did firſt 
Took upon the Serpent,and then they were healed:Even 
fo is it the will of God, That whoſoever ſeeth and belie- 
veth the Son, ſhall be juſtified, Iohn 6. 40. He is not 
firſt juſtified and then ſeth the Son, ſometimes Faith 
is compited'to cating, and Iuſtification ro the nouriſh- 
ment which we reccive by our mear, Fohn 6.51, 52, 
$3. 54. We are not firſt nouriſhed and then cat the 
mext that nouriſheth us z but we'cat our meat thar- we 
may be noufiſhed wn. In like maner we are not firſt 
juſtified, and then believe on Chriſt that harh juſti- 
4 - us; bur we believe in Chriſt that we may be juſti- 
ied: 
4- Afourth Argument is drawn fromthe perpetual 
" oppoſition berween Faith and Works, from whence the 
Argument is this, Whar place and order Workvhad to 
juſtification in the Covenant of Works, the ſame place 
and order Faith hath to our Iuſtification in the Cove- 
nant of Grace: But:'Works were to go before our I9- 
ſificarion in the Covenant of Works, -Ergs, Bairh is 
ro go before our Tuſtification in the* Covenant: 6f 
Grace ; To the minor I ſay nothing, becauſe there is 
nota'man in the worldthat dorh deny it as Tknow of, 
'arid thir being granjed, the-w4jor alſo mult ibeour of 
' queſtion ? IF the tehor of the fitſt Covenant,” Do 1hs 
«nd live, by the- conſent of all People and Nations, 
Iews and Gentiles, will undeniably evince that Works 
were neceflary Antecedents of juſtificationin that Co- 
' venant ; - why- then ſhould nor, Believe in the Lord 


Feſme 


; IE: 

Feſws, andthou ſhalt be ſaved (which is the tenor of the 
"New Covenant, Roz. 10.6, 9.) plead as ſtrongly for 
the like neceflity of the Antecedency of Faith to juſti- 
fication in this Covenant © 2, Faith and Works have 
the like order to Juſtification in their reſpeRive- Cove- 
nants, orelſe Juſtification by Faith and Juſtification by 
Works are not oppoſed , for Oppoſits ſunt circa idem. 
The Jews looked after Righteouſneſs by the Works of 
the Law, 'The Apoſtle tells them rhey -muſt ſeck ir by 
Faith z Now, if they ſay-we muſt be juſtified by Works, 
ro-wit, formally and before God and the Apoſtle ſay, 
Nay, but we muſt be juſtified by Faith, to wit, decla- 
ratively, and before Conſcience z thenthe eſtabliſhing 
of Juſtification by Faith; will not deſtroy Juſtification 
by Works; ando there will be nothing but falſhoods 
and equivocations, in all the Apoſtles Diſputations a- 

inſt Juſtification by. Works : And how eaſily might 
the:Jews and the Apoſtle have been reconciled £ They 
ſay, We muſt be juſtified by Works, and he ſays, We 


| muſt be juſtified by Faith; ir is bur diſtinguiſhing ; 


Works do juſtific us before God, but Faith muſt evi- 
dence and declare this to us, and they are agreed, 

5. Adde further what the Apoſtle ſays, 1 Cor. 6. 11. 
Swch were ſome of you, but you are waſhed, but you are 
juſtified in the name of the Lord Feſws : Where the op- 

tion between the time p and the time preſent, 
doth evidently argue that the words have this ſenſe, 
Such and fuch you were in time paſt (Fornicators, Ido- 
laters, &c. and therefore muſt have been ſhut out of 
the Kingdom of God werſe 10.) But (Now) you are 


waſhed -' (Now)' and: not before; you are juſtified in 


the name of the Lord Jeſus; SO through Faith in 
: is 


err rn ern er nr ner ener © ——————— 
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his name: compare A#s 3. 16, and 10. 43. If then 
the Corinthians were not juſtified before Faith, Why 
are Engliſhmen * Iris to no purpoſe to fa here, Thar 
now they were declared in their own iences tobe 
juſtified, and ſo they were not before, whiles they lived 
in thoſe abominable fins, For 1x. Why may not we un- 
derſtand the word (SfaRified) in the ſame tenſe, ſeeing 
we are ſaid to be nGibed by Fairh, A&s 26. 18. and 
i5. 9. I Pet. 1.22, as well asj by Faith? And 
© ſuppoſe that theſe Corinthians had a ſeed of Grace 
range ela xa under the dirr and rubbiſh of vile 
Faith they came to ſe that they were ſan- 
Giked: Thereisnorking cant alledged for Juſtifica- 
tion wg , which * not py as 
for San&fication before believing z nor any reaſon wy 
SanRification ſhould not be underſtood for a San&uifica- 
tion declared; as well as Juſtification for-a Juftifica- 
tion declared. 2. The Juſtification which they now 
had, was that which gave them right and title ro the 
Kingdom of God, which right and title they had not 
before, no more then ark, that did yer continue in 
Idolary , Fornicatios, Unclcanneſs, and the other fins 
ſpect 6 It is acknowledged of all hands, thar _ 
tion inde may = bo barrabag "bra 
g1V us 2 rot caveny gs 1 
5 Coriachinns had this right before they believed, 
then did their Faith give them no more —_ of Sal- 
vation in point of right then they had before, or then 
might be affirmed of them who did yet abide intheir 
fins, and by conſequence, if -they had lived and dyed 
rr ings $7 ge gone to. Heayen notwih- 
want of Faith,' to ſce —_ 
right, 
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right,they could not have departed with ſo much com- 
fort of Spirit : For if Faith do onely declare rhat we 
have'a Title tothe Heavenly Kingdom, then it makes 
no relative change in our condition, from a ſtate of 
death into a tate of life , and ſo whether we believe of 
no,all is one as to the certainty of our ſalvation, though 
we want the evidence and perſwaſion' of ir. If irbe 
here ſaid, That all whom God in his ſecret Juſtificarion 
hath adjudged unto life, ſhall have the evidence rhere- 
of by Fairh: I Anſwer, This evideace is of ſuch ne- 
ceffity, as that if they have it nor, they ſball loſe that 
wr arc adjudged, ornoy If nor, then 
whether they believe or do not belteve, they ſhall be 
ſaved: If it be, then is there no abſolute Juſtification 
© | before Faith,and Juſtificarion muſt be condirional,and 
the immediateand abſolute right to life muſt be ac- 
knowledged to be a conſequent of Faith, which will at 
-once overthrow Mr. Zyres Opinion, and confirm this 
without any more ado. | 
'  Wharremainsto be is toremove thoſe Ob- 
jeQtions which ſeem of weight to Mr. Eyre for confir- 
mationof his Opinion. 

The firft is drawn from thoſe Scriptures which feem 
to hold forth an immediate aQual reconciliation of 
© finnersto God uponthe death of Chriſt, without the 

interventionof Faith : As Aſ##th. 3.27. Thi is mybe- 
loved Son, in whom 1 am wel pltcjed, vii, with fin- 
s, and Row. 5. 10, We were reconciled wnto God by 
the death of hs Son. 
cAnſw.'Tothe former of theſe places I anſwer: 


' #- That the well-pleaſedneſs of God need not beex- 
ended beyond the perſon _—_ who gave himſelf 


unto 


ew. 
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unto the death, an og and a ſacrifice ##t9 God of 
8 ſweet ſmelling ſavor, Eph, 5.2. 2. 1f.we ſhould ex- 


rend it alſo unto men-(which is neither.neceſlary-nor - 


probable) yer will the words prove no:more, thenthar 
it is through Chriſt that God is well pleafed with men, 
whenſoever irbe that he is well pleaſed : Verbs and: 
Participles of the preſent Tenſe (though the Verbin 
this place be not the preſent Tenſe, bur the firſt Horiſ): 
have ſometimes the {1gnification of the future Tenſe;as 
Fobn 4. 25. The cMeſsiah cometh, thatis, will ſhortly 
come, and chap. 5. 25. The howr « coming, 4nd now is, 
that is, will ſhortly bez and 14. 3.:1f-£ go, 1 come 4+ 
£4n((0.in the Greek) that is, will come again, 2 Cor. 
3. 16. When it (namely Iſrael) ſhall turn to the Lord, 
the vail ſhall be taken away : The Verbs in the Greek 
are both of the preſent Tenſe, hundreds of the like in- 
ſtances ate obvious z ſometimes they are; Notes of af- 


firtmation without reference to any determinate-time,- 


as Rom. 8, 24. By hape we are ſaved; not preſently 
fort follows immediately, hope that & ſeen # not hape, 
for:what a man ſeeth; why doth be yet hope for? : Ergo, 


To be ſaved by hope, imports that:a mant is-nor: yer- 


ſaved ;\but the meaning is, That itis inthe way:o& hope 
and paticnt expectation thar.men are ſaved, whenſoever: 
it be that they are ſaved :: So. 1 Corangu 57; Thanks be: 
vnto;God that giveth wi rhaewiftory,! roiwit, thervifhory: 


over death by-andlm the Rieſurre the meanivg, 
is, ViyclicWieagh God that we-kave the Vicorybe 
it when it will be that we have it ; fex.if the'words.mubt:. 


ther: 2x4: and: the Choiltiacs of: fais/lageowererpled 
betoro they-wete dead; and the:Chriſtiandot follpe- 


ang 


) 
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ing 2g6s before they-wereborn : So Heb, ro. 35. Your 
conf ence hath a great pron, nary reward, thatis; 

have, Fam. 1. 17: Every good gift cometh down 
above,. noras if it muſt needs be' coming down 
when the Apoſtle ſpake thoſe words , but that whenfo- 
evcrany receives a good gift, iris from God : But why 
do we Zobr againſt God? Is it notthe teſtimony of rhe 
holy Ghoſt as expreſs aswords.can deliverit;#hat with- 
out Faith it « impoſcible to pleaſe God; ot robe pleafing 
unto God, as Enoch was by Faith, Heb. x1. 5,6. Ir 
was a poor anſwerthat.Mr. Zyre gave to Mr. Good, 
when he askedhim, Whether God were well d 
with unregenerate men, to ſay,He was well pleaſed'wirh 
unregenerate men,'bur not with" their unregeneracy 3 
as if God were well plcaſed-with dhe; or 
whiles unregenerate; buraftrrwards were well pleaſed: 
with theixunregbatracyalſd2ni;7100) hay mw HY av 
{The likeanſwen give torts! 5 mote woertire- 
conciled unto God by the death of his Son,”ro wit, Thar 
Chriſts:death wastbeiprice of our Reconciliation, and: 
(o-ir is: throvgh ahodexcbvof ©bvriſt _—_ fe 16+ 
conciledgbe n-when irmvill/bectharweareprecdactted':! 
Here ther ye muſt diftingoith, aviv were of three Peri- 
ods of thewill of: God:zi.x As iti maybe conceived, 
immoediaty after, fincommirred, before the confidera-- 
dof rbe:degrfnof1Chriſt: !Andinowighe Kor ar 
enmity with the finner;xhough nor averſe from.albways 
ind reads, by which he may'return to Friendſhip wittt! 
im 2gam.''2. As ir may be conceived afterthe confi-: 
derazion of the death of Chrift 5-'and nowis the Lotd) 
ner.onely/appealable;bur-dorh alſo: promiſe-that he' 
wilt be reconciled with-:ſtnners, upon ſuch- terras 'as 


him- 
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propos; 3+ As; the fame will' of God 
ras ramen hang rr 


and nowis God adtially 
Helen pr with the ſinner, when then 


himſelf {ball 
maybe 


Rs and inF 
the A ſays, 


Chriſt, he dath not-mean, That immediatly upon the 

(for 4 rf Chriſt me —— ith, bar thi _ 
4: very next © T 

Chriſt wo have now(and not before) received com 


went, or reconciliation, which in plainer rerms-is chis, - 


Tharnow;thatis, fince we are Believers,we are aQual- 
h unto .Gal.). Bur his. meaning. is,. That 
hthedeattrok Chriſt iv-is, that. the-promile of 
is made; by and according to which we 


T 


are atually reconciled 
tbletorharof the Lord Jeſus, Tha:s the New Teſts 
ment in _— _ (brandi {raled:by my:blood) 


! the. of mity, 
ECSETEEt 
_—_ jo which wasin the-obligation, 
barge. 2uiralem,! beihjj/ nat che payment-of the 
pray wet hy dl ;and thereforc it doth: not de- 
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Weere reconciled through the death of 


unto God after we believe, fuir- 
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the will of God in giving up Chriſt to the death, or 
the will of Chriſt in giving hitnſelf ro the death, thacr 
this death of his ſhould be available ro the immediate 
and'aQtyal Reconciliation and- Juſtification of the ſin- 
ner, without any condition performed on the! finners 
part, it were ſomething ro the purpoſe : [But till this be 
done (which indeed can never be done) they were as 
good fay nothing : When Chriſt gives us an account 
h of his own and his Fathers will in this marter, he 
tells us, That this is the will of himrthat ſent him, Ther 
whoſoever ſeeth the Sow andbelieveth on him, mey have 
everleſting life, John 6. 40. without which Faith, 
Chriſt ſhe# profit w nothing, Gal. 5. 4. rTobn 5; 11, 
12, He that hath not the Son hath not life. Somuch for 
that ObjeRion. 
The next (which was one of the two made uſe of 
againſt me-afrer Sermon) is rhis 5 
Obzee. 2, If we are juſtified in Chriſt, then we are 
juf ified before we believe : But me are juſtified in 
Chriſt. Ergo. X 
Anſm. We may conceive of a Threefold Iuftifica- 
tion. 1. A Iuſtificarion purpoſe in the decree ofiGod, 
Gal.3,8. The Scriptures foreſeting that God would ju- 
Pifie the Gentiles through Faith, 2. A Iuſtification 
urchaſed and impetrared in the death of Chriſt, who 
y bs death heth obtained eternal Redemption for ne, 
Heb..9. 12. which Redemption is the Remiſfion of 
os, Eph, 1.7. 3. There is alſo a Tuſtificationexem- 
hed inthe reſurreRion of Chriſt; who himſelf was 
juſtified in his own reſurreion, & thereby became the 
Excm cauſe of Inftification to belicvers,by vertue 
of which themſclycs ſhall alfo be juſtificd in-fuch 
time, 


_—_P. 
time, and upon ſuch tetni$ a5 ſhall be agreed vpon be- 
eoecn the Fathrand Obrid 1 Cue there wo 
emplary cauſe; carher a common 'perfon, be- 
cauſe'a common perſon. 'bs the fe of ot 
whom herepreſents'(as rhe Parlianenr' of the Coin- 
wick /bua Chriſt is ſuch'a' common perſon, as 
_— is the Gora a oo pareres he repr no n eve- 
y thing in-whiehhe repreſents them) fo that wheriwe 
toy. Were juſtified in"Chriſtghe meaning is no more 


bur this; That Chriſt is made the cauſe and patern;ac- 


cording towhich Juſtificarion ſhall certainly follow on 
chow chat believe: Bur what is this to'our deliverance 
from condemnation {or what benefit Uo we reerive by 
it beforgwe believes. Should /a'mamargue thus in-any 
other benefits we receive by Chriſt and-from Chriſt as 
the exemplary caufe, he would make himſelf-deſer- 
vedly ridiculous. For example; 'We are ſaid to'be ri- 
ſenwith Cheſt; Chriſt himſelÞ beingiriſen Frowr the 
dead, ind become: the firft fruits of them that fept, 
x Cor. 15. 20. Sothat Chriſt in his reſurreRtion, is the 

mplary cauſe of our reſurreRion, in whiclyiwe arc 
therefore faid to bear the image of the heavenly Adin, 
efſe'gs."Wonld any ſober maniinfery Therefore our 
own perſonal tcſurreRion-is paſt already, 'to wit, -be- 
fore our ſelves are dead; or that we are not tobe raiſed 
av all,\becauſe we are-riſenalready in Chriſt #- Yet no 
manving can'ſhewany reaſon of difference why we 
may: not'as juſtly.infer  thar- our reſurreRion "is paſſed 
already, becauſe we are riſen in Chri't , as that our Ju- 
4i5carion is paſt befre.we believe; becauſe wehrejus 
Nikrd m Ch1iſt>No doubt burimotmea would ac- 
'colinrithe juſt comrary anecellary conſtquence!\Again 
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 Weare ſanRifiedin Chriſt as well as juſtified inChriſt, 


Our old man i crucified with him, Rom. 6. 6, and heis 
ſaid to be made Sandtification to us as well as Righte- 
ouſneſs, 1 Cor. 1.30, And why then may we nor in- 
veigh againſt Regeneration & perſonal SanRification, 
as well as againſt perſonal Juſtification 2 for if we are 
ſanRified in Chriſt,then we are ſanRified before Faith, 
and we need nor mortific fin and dye to the world;e&c. 
all this is done already in Chriſt, in whom we arc ſan- 
ified before Faith, we need onely to have it deelared 
ro us, that we are ſanctified. To draw up the Anſwer 
more cloſe ; Juſtification is either cauſal and virtual,or 
aQtual and formal : The former is no other then a Ju- 
ſtiication of Chriſt himſelf; with a connotation of 
others, who by vertuec of this Juſtification of his, are 
themſelves to be juſtified in due time z as our reſurre- 
Rion in Chriſt is noching elſe but Chriſt himſelf riſen, 
as the firſt fruits of them that ſlept, and ſo become the 
exemplary cauſe of a reſurreRion afterwards to follow 
in us; but as the reſurreRtion of Chriſt makes no real 
change in us tilt our (clyes be riſen ; ſo neither doth the 
juſtification of. Chriſt make any moral change in us 
from death to life, till our ſelves be juſtified : Aual 
and formal juſtification is, when we are acquitted from 
the guilt of fin by the gracious ſentence of the' Goſpel, 
He that believes hut not enter into condemnation: Now 
then if we ſpeak of Juſtification formal, then I deny 
that weare juſtified in Chriſt! (which is the opponents 
Aſſumption.) And if we ſpeak of Juſtification cauſal, 
then I do utterly deny the Propoſition z vi7, That if 
we are juſtified in Chriſt, then we are juſtified before 
we believe, the Reaſon is, becauſe to be juſtified in 

E Chriſt, 
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(26) ; 
Chriſt,is. not to be juſtified ſimply (no more then to be 
riſen in Chriſtzjs to be riſen-fimply, or to be glorified in 
Chriſt, is to be glorified — and therefore the infe- 
rence is 4 ditFo ſecundum quid, ad dittum ſimpliciter : 
They are ctedulous ſouls Lle affure-yop, that will be 
drawn by ſuch Decoys as theſe into Schiſm and FaQi- 
on, to the hardening and diſcomforting 6f more hearts 
in one hour, then the Opinion it ſelf (ſhould ir obtain) 
will dogood to while the world ſtands. 

ObjeR. 3. The laſt and great Argument ſucceeds, and 
that u this : If we are in Covenant before we believe, 
then we are juſtified before we believe : But we are in 
Covenant before we believe, Ergo. 

Anſw. Wercit ſuppoſed that we were in Covenant 
before Faith,yer would the Propofition be faulty : The 
reaſon is, becauſe the Bleflings of the Covenant have 
an order and dependance one upon another, and are 
enjoyed ſucceffively one after another: God in his'Co- 
venanc promiſes Holineſs and Glory as well as Juſtifi- 
cationy yer he would argue moſt abſurdly that ſhould 
ſay, Weare fandtified and glorified before Faith, be- 
cauſe we are in Covenant before Faith : Bur I am un- 
willing to multiply quarrels : If the great difference lay 


- here, itwere an cafie matrer ro be reconciled, 


2. 1 do utterly deny the Aſſumption, viX, That we 
are in Covenant wich God before we believe; if ar 
leaft the Phraſe of being in Covenant be underſtood, 
propertly. forſuch an mrereſt in the Covenant © gives 
2 tan right and ritle ro the Bleſſings of the Covtnant : 
that in this fenſe we are-nor in' Covenant before we be- 
lieve, is that which I ſhall prove by and by. Bur firſt, 
Lſhall give Mr. Eyre a faic hearing, though he would 
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not give it me, and I bclieve is reſolved to give it to nd 
body elſe, whiles the judgement of the cauſe muſt be 
Icft ro the people. 

The proof of the Aſſumption ſtands thus : IF the 
Spirit be given us before we believe, then we are in Co- 
venant before we believe: But the Spirit is given us 
before we believe : Ergo, the proof of the minor is 
from the tenor of the New Covenant, Heb. 8. 10, tt. 
I will put my laws into their minde, and they ſhall all 
know me, which is a promiſe of- giving the Spirit to 
work Faith. | 

Anſw.” The Explication of the terms of this Argu- 
ment is a ſufficient refutarion of ir : God is ſaid to give 
in Scripture,fometimes when no receiving follows; and 


' thus the word (Give) ſignifies no more then the will 


of God,conſtituting and appointing : Thus God (gave) 
his Son unto death, that is, conſtituted and appoint- 
ed that he ſhould die : There is no other name (given) 
under Heaven, *A#s 4. 12. that is, no other name ap- 
pointed ; ſo Eph. 1. 22. and 4. 11. and a hundred 
other places : In this ſenſe, the giving of the Spirit is 
no more then the ſending, and as it were the conſtiru- 
ting of the Spirit, to be by way of ſpecialty the worker 
_ cauſe of Faith. 2. The word (give) doth ſome- 
rimes includea receiving and Pw of the thing 
iven, as in the ordinary uſe of the word , and thus the 
: ir is given when we receive him, and are as it were 
eſt of him, and he becomes ours, and dwells in us : 
Thus theLord promiſeth to give the ſpirit to them that 
45k him, Luke 11. 13. and we are ſaid to receive the 
irit by Faith, Gal. 3.14.and the Spirit is ſaid ro dwell 
in w« by Faith, Eph. 3. 16, Y with Roms. 8, 10, 1 p 
eh 2 an 
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and of this latter way of giving the Spirit, is the Que- 


ſion to be underſtood, 


"2. There 


1.. Eflent 


irit may be ſaid ro be given three ways 
y. 2. Perſonally. 3. In reference. to his 
operations : The Spirit is not given to us cſlenrially, for 
ſo he is God, and is equally every where, nor can h 


ce. be 


more peculiarly in one, then in another: Nor 2. Per- 
ſonally ; for that cannot be conceived without a per- 
ſonal union, which would denominate.us as truly to be 
the Spirit of God,, as the like union.in the man Chriſt 
Jeſus did denominate him to be the” Son of - God. 
3» The Spirit therefore muſt be ſaidco-be given to us, 
1n regard of ſome peculiar-operations which he work- 
cth in us, which are incommunicable to thoſe which 
have not the Spirit : ſo that common convictions, iltu- 
minations, humiliations,ſome joys of heart, & the like, 
which are tranftent Works of the Spirit, common to 
them that are ſaved and to them thar periſh, Heb. 6. 4. 
Matth.13.20.and all other works which may cither go 
before or be without Faith; theſe are none of them ſuch 
kinde of works, as that in reſpeR of them the Spirit 
ſhould be ſaid to be given to us : wherefore there being, 
no peculiar work of grace before Faith it ſelf, mhick 
may not be wrought ina- hypocrite(which hath not the. 
Spirit) as well as in a childe of God; therefore the Spirit 
is neither givennor received before Faith be wrought, 
but is given and received together with Faith in the 
ſame inſtanc of time, and not before. Indeed, as every 
cauſe is in nature before its effeR, fo the Spirit alſoin 
order of cauſes is before Faith, bur that he is therefore 
given to us inthe leaſt arome of time before the being 
of, Faith, is a mcer #ox-ſequit»r, and contrary to..the 
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received maxime, Poſts c4uſa in acFu, ponitur effetFus 
which rule Mr. Eyre hath often abuſed, to provea Ju- 
ſtification immediatly upon the death or reſumgRion 
of Chriſt, and yet here he cannot underſtand ir, fo 
that as a man doth firſt build himſelf an houſe,and then 
dwells in it : So the Lord Jeſus by his Spirit doth &le- 
owveZur uy Heb, zz. build, and organize, and prepare, 
(as we render the Greek word, Luke 1. 17.) the ſoul to 
be a houſe unto himſelf, and then by the ſame Spirir 
dwells in it immediatly. And this is that which I wonld 
have ſpoken publiquely inanſwer to this Argument, if 
Mr. Eyre had not been-beyond meaſure obſtreperous. 
Yet here it may be demanded, Whether Faith it ſelf be 
not given to us by vertue of the Covenant made with us, 
Anſw; Faith is not given to us by vertue of the Co- 
venant made with ns, but by vertue of the Covenant 
made with Chriſt ; that is, God hath promiſed and co- 
venanted"with Chriſt, that if he will lay down his life 
for the redemption of ſinners, thoſe ſinners ſhall be 
drawn to believe in Chriſt, and thereby to partake. of 
the benefits of his death : That this is (o,the Scriptures 
are plain, Iſa. 53. 10. When thow ſhalt make bs 7 nr 
offering for him, he ſhall ſee his ou : He ſhall ſceof the 
travel of his ſoul, by his knowledge ſhal x. hteous 
ſeryant jaſtifie many ; ſofa. 55.4,5. Behold thou "a 
call « nation that thou knoweÞs not, nations that knew 
not thee, fhall run unto thee becauſe of the Lord thy God, 
and for the holy On: of Iſrael, for he hath glorifiedthee, 
Pſal. 2.8. Ak of me, aud Iwill give thee the heathen 
for thine inheritance, &c, So Ffal 110. 3. Matth, 12, 
21. And why did the Lord appoint Apoſtles and Mi- 
niſters to carry the ſound of the Goſpel from one = 


F 
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of the earth ro the other, and ſubdueth Nations to the 
obedience of the Faith, but that he may accompliſh his 
promiſes made to his Sen? ſuchas are recorded in 
Pſal. 89.25, 26, &c. 
Now to the words of the Covenant, Fer.31.31. re- 
peated by the Apoſtle, Heb.$.10. This s the Covenant 
that. I will make with the Houſe of Iſrael : I will put my 
laws into their mindes, and write them in their hearts, 
and I will be to them a God, and they ſhall be to me a peo- 
ple. From whence Mr, Eyre infers, That the Spirit and 
Faith is given by vertue of the Covenant made with us. 
But I anſwer, 1. That if Mr. Zyre will urge the 
words of this Text rigorouſly, they would prove more 
then he would have : For it is manifeſt, That this Co- 
venant containsa promiſe of ſending Chriſt into the 
world, and giving him up to death for our fins as the 
Apoſtle oth direQly prove, Heb. 10. 14, 15, 16. and 
why then may it nor be inferred, That the ele are in 
Covenant with God, not only before they believe, bur 
alſo before the death of the Mediator, and ſo his dearth 
was not to obtain all or any of the bleſſings of the Co- 
venant, but onely (as the Socinians) to declare and 
confirm to us, That we may belieyc, that God of his 
own meer good will, withour expeRing any ſatisfaQi- 
on, will do all this good for us ; for if aben good con- 
ſequence, We are in Covenant before we believe, be- 
cauſe the Covenant promiſeth to give us Faith ; Then 
is this alſo a good conſequence, We are in covenant be- 
fore the death of Chriſt, becauſe the Covenant pro- 
miſeth to give Chriſt to death. And what anſwer Mr. 
Eyre will give to avoid this conſequence (for I preſume 
he will not grant it)and to defend his poſition, That we 
are 
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miſed, but moſt expreſly Enacted in the days of the 


(3 | 
are in Covenant' with God uponthe death of Chriſt, 
and not before, notwithſtanding the Covenant pro- 
miſe ro give Chriſtzthe ſame Anſwer will ſerve my turn 
for the vindication of my Afertion, That we are in 
Covenant with God upon believing, and not before, 
notwithſtanding the ſame Covenant promiſe Faith, 
2. But upon a moſt ſerious peruſal of this Text, I 
finde it fo contraditoryto Mr. Eyre's purpoſe, thar I 
cannot but wonder what he means to ſhelter his Opini- 
on under the proteRion of it : If we read the words in 
Heb.$.10.or Fer.31.33.and compare them with other 
places of Scripture, we ſhall finde three things of di- 
ſtint conſideration, the confuſion of which is the only 
ſupport of this feeble Argument, 1. There is the mat- 
ter and bleſſings of the Covenant on Gods part, 1will 
be their God, er they ſball be my peaple:In which words, 
as many bleflings temporal and crernal are promiſed ; 
ſo peculiarly pardon of fin,mentioned in the words next 
following (for which the Covenant on Mount $Sin43,to 
which this oppoſed, made no proviſion) and therefore 
when the Apoſtle mentioneth this Covenant again, he 
leaves out thoſe words, 1 will be their God, ec. and 
takes notice of the great bleſſing contained in them, 
namely, Pardon of fin, Heb. 10. 17. 2. There is ex- 
preſſed the bond and condition of it on our part, and 
that is, Faith z which is confeſledly ſignified in thoſe 
words, of puctting Gods Laws in our mindes, and wri- 
ting them in our hearts : In theſe two things is the te- 
nor and formality of the New. Covenant: They thar 
belieye, the Lord will be their God, and they ſhall be 
his peoplezand this is the Covenant (o long before pro- 
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New Teſtament. But thirdly, There is alſo a Promiſe 
and Declaration that God will work this condition,by 
which, men ſhall have anintereſt in this Covenanrt,and 
a right and title ro the bleflings thereof : I will put my 
laws into their mindes, that is, I will give them Faith ; 
which Faith is not promiſed as an effec of the Cove- 
nant already made, but as the means by which we are 
brought into Covenant, andthereby inveſted in a right 


, to all the bleſſings of*it : 'So that the words are in this 


ſenſe, This is the Covenant which-I will make with rhe 
houſe of 1ſrael, when T ſhall write my Laws in their 
hearts,I will be their God,&c. I do nor herein give the 
Grammatical Tranſlation of the words, thoughit a 
man ſhould read rhe words thus, This is the Covenant 
which I will make, faich the Lord,that giveth his Laws 
into their mindes, and writcth them in their heart, &c. 


he would'be ſorfar from offering violence, either to the 


Greck Tranſlation of the LXX,which the Apoſtle fol- 
lows,or to the' Hebrew Text in the Prophet, as that he 
might juſtifie ir by many examples. But the matter is 
of no conſequence at allro either ſide : You fee the 
ſenſe which1 give of the words. 

And that this is the-true ſenſe of cheplace, is moſt evi- 


Year, if we compare it with other Scriptures where this 
Covenant is mentioned : For example, Fer. 24. 7. [ 
will give them an heart to know me that 1 am the Lord, 


and they (hall be my people, and 1 will be their God: for 
(or when) they hl return unto me with their whole 


heart, where we have the very ſame Arguments as here, 


v1. The bleflings promiſed, 1 will be their God : The 


condition on the peoples part, whichis their returning - 


with rheir whole heart, and the cauſe of this return, 1 
will 
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give thens an heart : The Apoſtle is yet more diftin@, 
Heb,x0.14,15,16,17. He proves that Chriſt hath for ever 
perfeied them that are ſancfifieds, whereof (faith he) the 
holy Ghoſt « a witze(s to us ; for after that he had ſaid be- 
fore, Thu « the Covenant that 1 will make with them 1 will 
put my laws into their heart--- And their fins and their ini- 
quities T will remember no more > Before which laſt words 
muſt be repeared theſe (Then he ſaith) or (Then it folow- 
eth) and ſo the whole ſentence runneth thus, For after he 
had ſaid before,7 wil! put my laws into their hearts;then he 
ſaith, Their fins & therr iniquities 1 wil remember no more; 
which claute (as is already obſcrved)'is one of 'rhe 7 
and noble bleffings contained in that- general. prom e, 1 
will be their God, and they ſhall be my prople.,, from which 
— of the you eo the CH * WC _— - 
forcyobſcrye, 1. Where begins the grand promile of t 
Covenant, to wit, in' thoſewofds 'F 50h; their God, and 
they ſhall be my people. 2.The Qualification of the perſons 
to this promiſe is made; They are ſuch in whoſe 
hearts Gods Laws are written, that is, ſuch as believe. 

- The efficient canſe of this their Faith, and rhatis,God 

imſelf, will write my laws in their hearts: 'The ſame Co- 
venantis delivered in other terms in Scriprure,in all which 
the giving of the firſt Grace is promiſed, not as a partof 
the Covenant, bur as the means and qualification on mans 
part for his entrance into Covenant, as EFek. 11. 19, 20. 
I wil put « 34 my within them that they may walk in 
ffatutes and do them , and they ſhall be my people, and I will 


be their God, which is the ſum of the Covenant on Gods 
part; ſo in EJeF.36.25,26,27,28. Again, the Lord pro- 
miſeth, That he will cleanſe and purifie them; and fo they 
ſhall be his people,and he will be their God, EJek. 35.2 3. 
which is the grand promiſe of - New Teſtamenr, as the 

7% con- 
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r in jay cara and obſerve his ſts- 
I x Ht hag will make a" Covenant of peace 
with them, it ing 6) be ax everlafting Covenant, which in 
ſums this, 7 will be their God, and they ſhall be my people, 
verſe 24, 26, 27+ 
The precules being nfidered, it is an caſie, matter rg 
toks the cleyarion theſtrength-which our opponents 
ther our of this Text: If they will argue rightly,chey 
caſt their Argument into'ſame ſuch: form as this, 
They concerning whom Gag h harh'promiſed that he will 
ve them Faith, they arc inCovenant before they believe: 
fi Concern gh ec, God harh promiſed thar he will 
ivethcm Faxch . Ergo, Here the _ ls urrerly untrue z 
For he promiſe of Patrh (which iwreferenceto us is rather 
is ie from of what God will do, then a pro- 
5, the proguſe f the condition .by which. we arg 
gh into Coycnann,, and. rherefore, though God hath 
50'S d har he will giye Faith, ir will by.no means follow 
that we arc in Covenant before Faith: Bur ler them frame 
Argument how Tc PIcAſe it concerns;ngqpme to be 
ſoligirops abqur that. fhalagvance aaeArgmngnt againſt 
them from this their place of refuge, and paſs 6n : If God. 
be nor the God of any, .northey his people before they 
der mea none arc:in-Copvenant with God before they 
al F: Bu I cos the God of any before rhey-be- 
ben. Fox OI PE aftion, beisdeltiture gf. com- 
moqnſecn(c yr deny it : The hcing of the Covenant 
confiſts in oh propriety which God hach in us, and wen 
him. The Aſſumption is proved thus, If God pramiſeo 
give Faith, that we may bethis people, 1& h6 our Godzthen 
ill char Faith be given, he is nor our (God; nox-we'his peo 
plc; for it is invain for God to give faich for an end, which 


may 


(35) 
may be well enoughattained without Faith:But God pro- 
milecth to give Faith, that he may be our God and we his 
people, Fer.31.33.Heb,$.1o.EJek.11.19,20,and 36. 25, 
26-2728. & 37.23,24,26,27.bclides multitudes of other 
Scriptures. I have onely one obſervartian to adde, which 
the moſt learned amongſt the Jewiſh and Chriſtian Wri- 
ters do often take notice of, and that is this : That Gad is 
never ſaid to be our God in reference to his giving of the 
firſt grace, but onely in reference to the bleſſings which 
he promiſeth torhem that have Faith, Heb. 11. 16. He 1s 
not our God that he may give us Faith, but is every where 
ſaid ro give us Faith, that he may be our God : | [ntimes 
paſt yon were not a people, but are now the people of God, 
1 Pet. 2. 10. 

And now I might ſpare the pains of further proof of the 
poſition laſt defended , (4) yer to the Scriptures already ( 


advanced,let me adde a few more,ſ4.55.3., Come unto me we not in 
(that is; Believe in me, Fohn 6. 35.) and 1 will make ay e- Covevant 


verlaſting Covenant with you, 2. The voice of the Goſpel — 
(which is 'tHie Covenant of Grace) is every where, Believe 
in the Lord Feſus and thou ſhalt be ſaved , in oppoſition to 
the Covenant of Works, which faich, Do this and'live, 
Rom.10.5,6,9 This is the covenant whereof Chriſt is Me- 
diator,Heb.g.15.Thar they that aye called(unto Faith)ſball 
receive the promiſe of the eternal inheritance. 3. The Co- 
venanrt of Grace is preached roevery man, and every man 
.-” called upon ro fulfil che conditions of it, that he may re- 
ceive the bleſſings of it, which condition is Faith, Heb. 4.1, 
2,10.Is there ah abſolure promiſe made toevery man,that 
God will pive him grace ? or is it ſenſe to exhort men to 
take hold of Gods Covenant (35 the phraſe is,1ſ4.56.4,6.)or 
to enter into Covenant with God, if the Covenant be 
onely an abſolute promiſe on Gods part? or to exhort men 
t0 


(3%). 
to bad in the Cavenatic of GA, x6 
ra ay Chriſt »5the" 
beer: bs ; Heb3.12,13 14nd 10.24. or40accil 
blame, and damn'nenfor unbelief; and r | 
Goſpel *-Was it ever known Has 5 med ſhould be Sud 
worthy of dearh, for nor bei he-objeQts of an abſglure. 
ptomile * 4. If the Caven a args beaq abſolute proy. 
miſe,then.no men itrthe world bur ike & wgodly men. - 
are in covenant with God : When'a covenant is fulfilled,jr 
ceafertr tobe any more a covenant, ln'this life we are pro- 
a fajd ro be in covenant with-God4. when we ſhall be 
Qed inglory in the heavenly kingdom,we canor pro- 
Lets be ſaid to bein covenant; Nowablolute promiſes of 
grace are made onely to wicked mens when grace is given 
them, then is the covenant (6 far wr IRAN far 
th | 'ceaſcro bein 9 Covenant IEG none & bur wicked 


quhae yan drgey> viabr5h ny furthi 

| pos have-wich advantage, the ET | 
Sezmiah yoo have often defired' ra Ri, Uh 
Ukely ſomthing is or will be { ſwd. (which att 
 amneverlike to hear of ſure Ian am,rhat.n: 
4 conſiſtent with th 

forthe breaches thar are amongſt you, e 
_ Bodly ; and the ar bY wulRbdey NING 

ro pea Tack rhat ſpirit of Diviſioayhari 

dr omacl wht om; 
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